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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 



indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the selected options" in line 14 of page 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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5. Claims 1-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Weinberg et al. ("Weinberg"). 

As per claim 1, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI, the 
method comprising: 

identifying a plurality of links, wherein the identifying is performed in response to an 
initiation command (fig. 12; col. 25, line 21 through col. 26, line 15; col. 21, lines 6-44); and 

automatically processing the plurality of links, with each link being processed 
individually (col. 25, line 21 through col. 26, line 15; col. 10, lines 29-39; wherein described is a 
step between receiving data/ input and producing results/output and wherein a browser may be 
generated for each link of the list of links). 

As per claim 2, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI 
comprising editing the plurality of links, wherein the editing is based on at least one option (figs. 
16-18; col. 17, lines 1-13; users may edit the list of links to remove links based on the content 
type of the links wherein content type comprises one of audio, video, file, etc.). 

As per claim 3, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI wherein 
the at least one options is selected by a user (col. 17, lines 1-5; col. 27, lines 37-45). 

As per claim 4, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI wherein 
the identifying comprises reading a source code of a Web page and determining a plurality of 
links within the Web page based on predefined criteria (figs. 16-18; col. 17, lines 1-13; col. 21, 
lines 40-57). 

As per claim 5, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI wherein 
the automatic processing comprises processing the plurality of links in a batch mode (figs. 12, 
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16-19 and 21; col. 17, lines 1-13; col. 25, lines 52-63; col. 21, line 6 through col. 22, line 37; 
running data sets acquired from users and then providing the results to the users). 

As per claim 6, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI wherein 
each of the plurality of links comprises at least one content type, the content type being one or 
more of image, text, video audio, data and computer code (col. 17, lines 1-13; content type such 
as audio, video, file, etc.). 

As per claim 7, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI 
comprising specifying the process performed on the plurality of links, wherein the specified 
process is at least one of downloading, opening, playing, storing and printing (col. 25, line 21 
through col. 26, line 15; col. 10, lines 29-39; col. 16, lines 53-67). 

As per claim 8, Weinberg teaches a method for improving performance of a GUI wherein 
specifying the process comprises specifying the process based on the content type (figs. 16-18; 
col. 17, lines 1-13). 

Claim 9 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 10 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 1 1 is similar in scope to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 7 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
As per claim 14, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI, the 
system comprising: 

a parser, wherein the parser is configured to identify a plurality of links in response to an 
initiation command (col. 21, lines 31-44); and 
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a thread generator, wherein the thread generator is configured to individually process 
each of the plurality of links (col. 21, line 6 through col. 22, line 37; col. 25, line 21 through col. 
26, line 15). 

As per claim 1 5, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI 
comprising a user interface configured to provide a selection of one or more options and a 
selector configured to accept the one or more options, and to forward the one or more options to 
at least one of the parser and the thread generator (col. 21, lines 31-44; upon users ' 
initiation/selection of scanning process, the selection request is forwarded to the parser and 
thread generator). 

As per claim 17, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI 
wherein the thread generator is further configured to process the plurality of links based on 
selected options (figs. 16-18; col. 17, lines 1-13). 

As per claim 18, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI 
wherein the parser is further configured to communicate with a browser to access a source code 
of a Web page and to identify the plurality of links based on the source code (figs. 16-18; col. 17, 
lines 1-13; col. 21, lines 40-57). 

As per claim 19, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI 
wherein the thread generator is further configured to communicate with a browser and to forward 
the plurality of links to the browser for processing (figs. 16-18; col. 17, lines 1-13; col. 21, line 6 
through col. 22, line 37; col. 10, lines 29-39). 
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As per claim 20, Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a GUI 
wherein the thread generator is configured to process the plurality of links in a batch mode (figs. 
12, 16-19 and 21; col. 17, lines 1-13; col. 25, lines 52-63; col. 21, line 6 through col. 22, line 37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinberg et al. 
("Weinberg"). 

As per claim 16, although Weinberg teaches a system for improving performance of a 
GUI wherein the plurality of links may be edited based on a selected option (figs. 16-18; col. 17, 
lines 1-13), Weinberg does not explicitly disclose the parser being configured to edit the plurality 
of links based on the selected options. However, Weinberg teaches a parser configured to process 
a request based on the selected option (col. 21, lines 31-44). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to include Weinberg's parser, configured to process a request based on the selected 
option, to Weinberg's plurality of links being edited based on a selected option in order to 
provide users with an implementation preference wherein the application breaks data into smaller - 
chunks so that an application can act on the information. 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Burrows (US 6,021,409) teaches a method for parsing, indexing and searching World 
Wide Web pages. 

Kessenich et al. (US 6,055,538) teach a method and system for using a Web browser to 
search large collections of documents. 

Roberts et al. (US 6,344,851 Bl) teach a method and system for Web site overview. 

Rosin et al. (US 6,41 1,307 Bl) teach a rotary menu wheel interface. 

Wynn et al. (US 6,667,751 Bl) teach a linear Web browser history viewer. 

Robertson et al. (US 6,486,895 Bl) teach a display system for displaying lists of linked 
documents. 

Astiz et al. (US 6035330) teach a World Wide Web navigational mapping system and 

method 

Inquires 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le whose telephone number is (703) 305-7601. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 5:30 am to 2:00 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
as follows: 
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(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

LVN 

Patent Examiner ^^^^^ 
May 1 1 , 2004 KRISTINE KINCAID 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



